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f ul l c i r c l e a nd w e' l l s a y , De p a r t m en t o f I n su r an c e , r e v i e w t h e s e
forms. It ' s fashionable today, I admit it's fashionable today,
to say, yeah, we' re going to have less government, i s wh at w e
say. We ' re going to have less government. We' re going to get
r i d o f t ho se th r ee or fo u r peo p l e t ha t re v i e w i n su r an c e po l i cy
f orms , an d we ' l l ha v e l e s s g ov e r n me nt . Bu t t h a t do e sn ' t me a n
t ha t t h e c o s t - e f f i c i e n cy o f do i ng b u s i n e ss , g e ne r a l l y , i n
America i s go i ng t o be l ess by do i n g t h i s k i nd of t hi n g . I n
fact, I would contend it's going to be more expensive, b ecause
instead of having one person being paid, essentially, to do this
f unct i on , you ' r e g o i n g t o ha v e s mal l bu s i n es s p e opl o a l l ac r os s
the state either paying attorneys or CPAs or others to look at
these forms for them , or spending an enormous amount of time
l ook i n g a t t he f o r ms t hemse l v e s . On e o f t he g e n i u se s o f
Ameri ca , i n my op i n i o n , i s t h a t we f r ee up t h e p r i v a t e c i t i ze n s
to do the things they do best by p rotecting t hem from th ings
that they cannot discover without taking an inordinate amount of
t i me . Dr ug s , f o r e x amp l e , we a l l wan t t o r e l y o n t h e f ed e r a l
agency to have some sort of review of drugs, because we can ' t
read up on ev ery drug, we can't know about all these drugs, we
d on't have expertise. I would argue the same thing pertains in
this particular area, that it is not...it is a disservice to the
small business per son to take them away from their marketing
function and to increase their ex penses by for cing t hem to
invo l v e t he m s e l v e s i n d e t a i l o n t h e va r i o u s d e t a i l s o f i n su r a n c e
policies that they ne e d in o rder to do business. Now, is it
good for the big insurance companies? Ye ah , it 's great for
t hem. Bu t i t ' s n o t g o od f o r t he sma l l bu s i n e ss p e r so n . An d I
t hink that we were...I know we w ere misinformed d uring th e
debate. The De partment of Insurance didn't correct the debate
when i t wa s a s su med o n t h i s f l o o r t ha t t h o s e p o l i c i e s wou l d b e
reviewed at so m e po i nt, those forms would be reviewed at some
p oin t i n t i me b y t h e Dep a r t m en t o f I n s u r a n c e . Bu t t he y f l a t - o u t
t old me in private discussions a couple of weeks ago that the y
had no intention of reviewing these forms. So what we' re going
t o d o i s wa i t f o r s ome o n e t o g e t st u n g . An d t he n i t wi l l b e t o o
l ate for that person. And then we' ll review the form. I aske d
them, well, w hat happens now when you review these forms? Ar e
they all going through okay, so it's a waste of time t o rev iew
t hem? I p a s se d o u t t o yo u t h i s sh ee t , wh i ch I h op e y o u ' l l t a k e
a look at. Prop erty casualty filings, forms re ceived, f iles
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